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INTRODUCTION 



Tha State of Indiana, through the Department of Public Instruction, 
hereby submits its Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965-Title 
I— State Annual Evaluation Report for Piscal Year 19o6* 



It has been the intent throughout this evaluatio 
plan of OS form 4320. This has not been possible in 



n to follow the 
some instances. 






Some of the re<^uested intormatio 
other instances tha information 
plan. 



n has not been collected in Indiana. In • 
collected did not lead itself to the OE 



! 



An atterapt has been made to explain the reasons when items either were 

» 

not completed or were completed in a form different from that suggested. 

Plans are being formulated for future evaluation which hopefully will provide 

all the requested information. 
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C?mTIOM AXD SZRVIC2S ; 

Sice visitations were conducted in nost cases where the State has been 
asked to visit or V 7 here probletis existed. Approximately firty such visits 
were conducted during ?Y oo. 

Conferences were conducted with the following groups in order to dissemi* 
note infonr.ation about ESSA; 

LEA Superintendents; LEA School Boards; University Consultants; PTA*s; 
h'ursing and Medical Associations; Directors of Title I projects; Evalua- 
tion personnel; and Superintendents of Monpublic Schools. 

The State Universities assigned specific faculty members as consultants 
to the State Department of Public Instruction to advise local educational 
agencies in the development, implementation, and evaluation of Title I 

projects. 

« A state meeting was held with representives of the State Schools for 
rhe Handicapped to explain the potential involvement of these agencies 
in P.L. S9-313. 

DISSEMINATION ; 

a. LEA Dissemination Plans 

1, To Other LEA*s 

In a sampling of thirty-four Indiana counties representing 156 
LEA*s, the most frequent method (as reported by AS LEA|^s) of 
disseminating information at the local level was to inform patrons 
in the local area via commiunity nev/spaper releases, radio broad- 
casts, and local school nex^rspaper columns. Presentations by 
speakers at community and service organization meetings and parent 
' and teacher meeting rated second in the sampling x^ith thirty-four 
LEA*s using this means of dissemination. Personal conferences, 
participation in workshop presentations, and group discussions 
ranked next in frequency with tx 7 enty-three LEA*s using these 
methods . 

Ten of the local agencies reported that the period of operation X7as 
too short and expressed a need to evaluate their programs before 
sharing findings with other locals. In-service training sessions 
for personnel in the local schools, reporting at school board 
meetings, home visitations, x^ritten reports to parents, xTriting ^ 
for educational publications, answering questionnaires for doctorial 
candidates, inclusion of information iti church bulletins, and corre- 
spondence in answer to specific queries were other methods used for 
dissemination. 
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Zi-hc ir.scituzicr.s participstfed under Public Lev SS-3-u curir .3 ^ 
Ziscel Veer 1555. Lhe Ir.diene School for che Deed preoerec snc ..ed 
Cos a rcnulr* of rsnus^-s) ownie^^of she Troiv.^dcne in its 
:*:odern Mechenerics end ?;eeding Uorhshops. Diceoec exercises anc^ 
erensoerencies vere includee as veil as a detailed description o^. 
the work accomplished. 



School bulletins sent to parents and interested persons, described 
nlans for oarticipation under Public La^^ S9-313. 



Personal conferences to exchange ideas was the most prevale» 4 t 
method of disseminating information by the eight groups. 



2. To State Agency 



Reporting to the state office was done. for the most part on^the 
required forms. Indiana State University prepared a bulletin in 
.^pril, 1966, of Representative Title I Projects or Indiana State 
University's Educational Development Council School Corporations. 
Indiana University's Education Department prepared and distributed 
a bulletin describing a conference on the Culturally Deprived Child 
which was held in August, 1966. 



Dali State University conducted a United States Or f ice of Education 
sponsored xrorkshop to prepare personnel to. evaluate iitle I projects. 



Tx^elve of the reports from the sampling described in Part I, 2, (a-1) 
X 7 ere inadequate in that they did not report on the items concerning •' 
dissemination of information to the state. 



P.L. 89-313 



Reports requested and required were submitted to the State Educations 
Agency; 100 per cent participation was received. 



b. SEA Dissemination Plans 



Dissemination of information by every possible means the stafr or iitle 1| 
could devise was used. Title I staff scheduled meetings with personnel ; 
of the Division of Kental Retardation of the State Department of Mental j 
Health as well as x^ith the State Board of Health. A working relation- 
shio existed with the Indiana Medical Association and the Indiana^ Murses 
Association and the Title I staff. Personnel in these associations w’ere 
kent informed of the projects developed in Title I which dealt with thei 
specific area of interest and concern. Copies of portions of .applica- 
tions of interest to units in the State Department of Instruction 
distributed. 
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v.-o'-i hilc v;irh p^rsor.r.il of tha Daparcr.ar.i: or Puolic ■.•.’airarc 
00 davalop iir.as of ccrirr.ur.ioawior. ar.a uO sr»a.a iniomouio.* ^oi 
- - 1 -- juf’cas. Tha Staoa Library was beor ir.fonr.ad of Title I 

s cooperative venture v.^ata tae iitae xi s*.a*.-. waica 
acted as liaisoa betveea tae Davasior. or wae Ciaener.wu^y «k».d Seco*»dary 
Lducatioa Act ar.d the persoaael oi tae State Library. 

The State Director of Title I ar.d the Office of Ecor.otiic Opportunity 
State Technical Assistance Officer ei-xhanged lists of approved Title I 
projects and Corjcunity Action Prograns. 

.vrticles concerning activities of Title 1 appeared in The Hoosier 
Schoolnaster . the official publication of the Indiana Department of 
Public Instruction. 

Regional meetings and workshops were conducted to assist local agencies 
in the dissemination of information and the exchange ideas, (see item i/l 
Part I.) 



Title I staff members served as resource persons to universities and. 
colleges in pre-service and post-service training for Title I projects, 
to organizations related to teaching to better inform them of^Title I, 
and to lay groups interested in Title i programs. In visitation with 
LSA*s, the Title I staff shared descriptions of promising educational 
practices garnered from other- projects in the state and tne nation. 



A monthly bulletin 
to attract interes' 



was sent to the superintendents in each Indiana LEA 
: and to dispence information about Title I programs 






A brochure reporting the proceedings 
conducted cooperatively by Lawrence T 
and Title V SSEA was prepared for dis 



of the kindergarten workshop 
bwnship,' Marion County, and Title 
tribution to 2500 educators in 






I 



Title I personnel presented information to meetings or conventions of 
organisations and groups such as PTA, Phi Delta Kappa, Pi Lamba xheta, 
Indiana Association of Industrial Art Teachers, Indiana School Board 
Association, Public School Superintendent Association, Superintendents 
of Catholic Schools, and Inter Group of Policy Makers of Women Leaders. 



Handouts X 7 ere mailed freely upon request. Interview's W7ere granted to 
new- 7 spaT 3 er , radio, and television reporters. Clippings concerning Title x 
w-/ere collected. The dissemination of information concerning Title I W7as 
the ongoing concern of Title I personnel w7ho realized a contribution 
could be made to the Federal program, the Indiana Department of Public 
Instruction, and the youth of Indiana through adequate distribution and 
dissemination of Title I inforriiation. ^ 

A suggestion was made by an LEA that mailings concerning Title I be 
made to persons other than the superintendent, w7ho may overlook sending 
the information on to others w 7 orking with Title I. These occurances 
restricted dissemination to some extent. Attempts will be devised to 
reduce these problems in FY 67. 



i 



i S^rvicas appointed to the staff in 
hay, 1963, ar.d cavotad r.vuch tine and engary working with agencies for 
the handicapped. This person conferred with numerous related agencies 
and persons* regarding prograr;;s for the handicapped and presented infor- 
mation by speaking to such organisations. 






Ae'.r.i-n'QC.T,G& to B 

General assistance for evaluation has been provided to local education 
agencies by the total Title I staff and the four State University Title I 
consultants. A copy of the state L2A Annual Evaluation Report form and 
the instructions thereto are included ' in appendix A, 

* ?.L. 89-313 

S atie • 

b. SEA Rersonnel Providing Evaluation Assistance. 

/ 

Benjamin Rice, Director, Title I; Gerald Eolzhauer, Assistant Director, 
Title I; Corinne Walker, Consultant, Title I; Ed Robbins, Consultant, 
Title I; and Wayne Owens, Director, Title III. 

* ?.L. 89-313 
Same 

c. Consultants Providing Evaluation Assistance to the SEA 

James McElhenney, Consultant, Ball State University; Charles Hopkins, 
Consultant, Indiana State University; K. Forbis Jordan, Consultant, 
Indiana University; and Eldon Hull, Consultant, Purdue University. 

* ?.L. 89-313 
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d. Humber of Projects Using Various Evaluation Designs 



Humber of 
Pro -i acts 



Evaluation Design 



19 



Two group experimental design using the project group 
and a conveniently available non-project group as the 
control. 



T CO 



One group design using a pretest end posttest on the 
project group to compare observed gains or losses with 
expected gains . 



o 
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humbo^ 0 A. 
Proi acts 


Evnlv..:v.*.lcn 






One giouo design using pretest ane/or posuuosu scores 
on the project group to compare observed performance 
with local. State, or national groups... 


71 


One group design using test data on the project group 
to compare ooservee pertormance X'/itn expected perform- 
ance based upon data for past years in the project 


S5 


One group design using test data on the project group, 
but no comparison data. . - - 


6 


Combination of above. 






JO?v PROBLEM AREAS; 



a, SEA Adr.lnistration Problsr.s 

A United staff contributed to the problem of a delay of two to three 
weeks in the review of proposals. 




frustration throughout the state, 



The evaluation forms were developed too late for the distribution to 
local educational agencies to allov? adequate planning for and conducuing 
of evaluation. There was concern about the number of reports required. 
There was strong feeling throughout the state that all reporting could 
be done at one time. The pre-school survey and the preliminary survey 
conducted by the U.S. Office could have been included in the final eval- 
uation. 



* ?.L. 89-313 

The State of Indiana was given a tentative allocation for agencies 
eligible for ?.L. 89-313 funds in the amount of $1,074,409.00. The 
State was informed that applications could be approved for funds up 
to that amount. The State insisted upon v;aiting for a final alloca- 
tion of funds before approving applications. After receiving some 
rather unpleasant phonV calls and letters from interested people and 
the-.U.S. Office of Education, the State proceeded to approve applications 
in the amount of tentative allocations. The final allocation came to 
Indiana in the amount of $556,945.00. This created a rather unpleasant 
situation. 

I 

The final allocations came during the second x^eek of June. The fhct 
that only eight of the eligible institutions applied for grants suggests 
that the delay in receiving final allocations may have been a, causative 

factor. 
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2li-‘i':>i.l^zy and sincur.z oi fur.dir.~ r.ust cs cstiurzinsd ac ar. aarliar data, 
Ir.d'^snl should ha r.ivcn -ora authority to_ cetertiine elisible ir.stitusiofts 
:ic allocacc ruads to t.-.oaa dcc...ciu aii^—tla* 

r^-^Pir-rZ^tTATIOK G? SaCTIOh* 205 (s.) (Vj :_ 

*Tv’;ss of Pro*: acts Not Atiorovahla vraar. First Subr .itted 

Tha tyoes of projects that vara r.ot approvable i:hen first subnittad to 
the State were; (i) those which saetiad to be general aid; (2) tnose 
requesting only equipnant; (3) those requesting equipment not^rej.ated 
to*tha project; and (4) construction projects not related to Titxe I 

activity. 

* ?.L. 39-313 
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Co--:or. !-;is concept ions of IZA Ccncerr.ln^ Purposes 

The cortton xsisconcaptions of local educational agencies concerning the 
nurooses of Title 1 were: (1) that students to be served were to be 

identif ied as low incotie children; (2) that there was only^ one approach 
to tieeting the needs of the disadvantaged; and (3) that schools are 
still bound by the four walls. 

^ * • O ^ .kk J 
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COO!lZINATIQy Q? TITLE I AND C0>!^IUNITY ACTION 
s. :!u r.ber of L2A*s with Funded CAi\ Procran^.s . 

256 (CAA programs approved prior to Septesiber I, 1966.) 

b . 7 und 3 Aonroved for LSA^s with roved CAA P rograms 

S 12, 677, 317. 48 (CAA programs approved prior to September 1, 1966.) 

c, SZA» Plans to Insure Cooceraticn between Title i ana CAA P rogra— s_ 

• 

The State Director of Title i and the Office of Econoitic Opportunity, 

State Technical Assistance Officer, Doger L. Hunt, 1019 State^Ofrice 
Duilding, Indianapolis, Indiana, exchanged lists _of approved ^itle I 
projects and Cotuauni ty Action prograrts. These officers net periooical^y 

to discuss the ongoing prograns in various coamunities. 






Tha State Title I office included the State Technical Officer in its 

Slice e s s as in Secu^in^ LEA-CAA Cccr>3ration 



A ca-.r.ple of 



C*^A p r o j ec t 
areas v;here 



cic^hty-ceven L:ZA's shoired that thirty-two had no funded 
for their school districts. Thirty-four LEA*s x^ere in 
the f undins for the OA progratis had been made after their 



Title I prograir .3 x^rere planned and in operation. In these cases, even 
uhou'^h there had been no initial cooperative planning, several schools 



ilia ica ted that s^od v/orhing relations had been established. Soventeon 
alA's xvere in areas where CA;', proj_jri-u;s lisJ Leuii i'utiUed prior to the 
planning of their Title I progratis. All seventeen reported either good' 
or excellent cooperation x/ith the CAA programs. In six of these cases 
it X 7 as reported that one reason for good relations was the inclusion 
of a school staff ir.cr.iber on the CAA Executive Corrttittee. 



Probleics in Securing LEA-CAA Ccoperr.tion 



No LEA in the sample indicated a specific problem in securing C.?iA 
cooperation. The schools did indicate, hox7ever, that in soma cases 
x- 7 here CAA's v 7 hare servicing large geographical areas, some of the 
outlying school districts V7cre not informed of the CAA prograras. 
a fex -7 cases they V 7 cre not aware the CAA program had bean funded. 



In 



Inter-relationships of Title I and CAA ?ro?g:rams 



The most common cooperation betv/een the two groups involved uhe Head 
Start programs. The general arrangement was for LEA*s to provide 
physical facilities for Head Start programs. Usually teachers from 
lea's were employed to teach in Head Start programs. 



The second area of close cooperation x-7as with the CAA Neighborhood 
Youth Corps. Huch on the job training of these youths X7as conducted 



in the schools. Home visitors, lunch room and Icitchen x7orkers, custo- 
dial aides, and special student aides to teachers were some of the jobs 
mentioned. Other areas of cooperation included providing transportation 
and guidance and counseling programs. 



?.L. 39-313 



Because of the nature of the institutions participating in these programs | 
and the late date of project approval, all eight institutions reported tha* 
no efforts were made to coordinate activities. 



Su(?qestion for Ler<islation 



The successes reported betx7een LEA's and CAA's seem to indicate that 
present legislation is adequate. 



?.L. 89-313 



Legislation might be provided x/nich V 70 uld allow CAA programs to include 
special institutions in their programs. 
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of tine for getting things done v-.'.d the suall SHA staff. Only tae 



Title I Director ‘was enployed before I-iarch, 1966. .\t that tine, the 
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Assistant Director was cv;.ryloyad . A Consultant lor Special Services ^ 
joined the staff in May, 196o, and a Reading Consultant in June, 19oo. 
Increased services are possible now. 

g, Sv.- 7 ‘Test?Lons for Le^^islation 

Present legislation seen to provide for cooperation adequately. 

* ?.h. 89-313 

Interest has boon c 3 ;prcssed by the agencies for the handicapped to 
participate in progratis under other Titles, but as of this date none 

has been approved. 

rnn?7-^ATTVS PROJECTS BETTISBN DISTRICTS ; 

a. Successes in Develonin^ Coonarative Projects Between Districts 

In four Indiana counties the unreorganiaed school tovTnships of ^ each 
county joined together in cooperative projects uneer tne adaiinistra— » 
tion of the county superintendent. These cooperative proj ccts , ^involving 

tovmships, involved an allocation and i*uri»ber or pupils 
sizeable enough to employ specilized persons to meet tne needs o.. t.ne 
disadvantaged children of tne districts. 

In one Indiana county all the districts joined together for a coopera- 
tive project. Some of the districts were school toxznships and some x^ere 
reorganized districts, but all were relatively small in enrollment. 
Jointly they were able to implement a health anc recreational program 
which individually they could not nave done. 

In one other Indiana county a reorganised district and three school 
tovjnships which were aweiting a vote on reorganisation joined ro.. «- 
project. The success of their efforts not only proved of benerit to 
the educational programs instituted for the disadvantaged but may also 
have been an important factor in tne successrul vote tor their reoigan— . 
isation into one district. 

A 

In eleven other instances joint projects were established because ot^ 
legal transfers of children from one district to another. In several 
of ’these instances a district did not operate schools and in the others 
t’ney operated only elementary schools and .transt erred the high school 
nupils*. Consequently joint projects \7ere developed so that the funds 
might be utilized x/nere the children attended school. 

* ?.L. '89-313 

There X7ere no joint projects proposed by the institutions eligible 
under ?.L. 89-313. 

b. -problems in gsvelonln^^ CoG~erative Projects Betx^e en Districts 

There were tx -70 problem areas in joint project developmenv. in Indiana. 
First, legislation of the state restricted certain joint efforts betx^een 
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tovniships in different counties. Secondly, the need to have a joint 
QQj; ^iicauso or tne transrer or stuaenus acccci «-• blr^nt harden i»o 
he ‘districts in the preparation of the project application. 






Problems involved in impaementm;^- cooperative projecus were c-i.e same 
as those for implement ins other projects - the shortase of personnel. 

For cnampie, the joint project invo Ivins an entire county proposed a 
mobile guidance facility. The mobile unit was purchased, but all efforts 
to obtain the person needed to conduct the program Xi?as unsuccessful. 

Some persons interviev/ed for the position indicatec an unx^yillingncss 
to accept she position because they v;^oued be employees of the inter*" 
mediate unit established for the joint project and their continued 
emT^loyiiiient would be dependent upon tne Congress continuing Title X, u^e 
districts continuing to v?ork jointly, and the SEA approving subsequent 
applications for a continuation of the project. 



P.L. 89-313 



Bureaucracy at the state level made efforts in this direction very 
difficult. 



W • 



Sur;''^-,astions for X^eglslatlon 



No suggestions are offered. T 






.w iiendment to P.L. 89-10 has permitted 

the SEA to allocate funds from the districts’ transferring children to 
the districts receiving them. Hence the problem of joint projects to 
serve transferring children has been eliminated. It is hoped that state 
legislation may be enacted enabling school townships in difierent counties 
to conduct joint projects. 



0 A? U 1^ b wi A.K/L • 



SE.-. Plans to Encourage LEA-Tonnublic School Contacts 



The steps taken to develop initiative by local administrators in con- 
tacting^ nonpublic school officials were to encourage these administrators, 
from the very beginning of the planning of Title I, to communicate and 
and work with the covatissioned nonpublic schools within the LEA*s * 

boundaries if a significant number of children enrolled in the nonpublic 
schools resides in the target area. These steps x-7ere reemphasized 
through meetings, private conversations, bulletins, and Letters to ISA’s. 



o. 



Successes in Develor/inr; Public and Nonpublic School Cooperation 



The success which V7as experienced in developing and implementing public 
and nonpublic cooperative projects was that many Title X projects were 
developed which included special services being conducted on the premises 
of the nonpublic school or programs being made available to nonpublic 
school children at the public school. 



c • Problems in Developing Public and Nonyublic School Cooperation 



Problems experienced in developing and implementing public and nonpublic 
school cooperative projects v/ere: ' (1) the nonpublic school demanding 
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c.T.tjct'C ?ublicr.t:icr>3 



The state ageacy v;as too busy with adniaistrative detail to have guide- 



lines or other publicatior.s printed. 



b. E 



Evaluation Contracts 



Neither the state agency nor L2A*s contracted fo‘r evaluation. 

c. Connllatlon of Cbnectlve Mcesurc:.i^nt:s 



The results of objective neasurenents of attaintients for Title I progratis 
subiuitted to the SEA by LEA'S were not reported in enough detail to allow 
cot;pilation. Efforts are being made to develop a format for future eval- 
uation which will provide the required infom;ation. 



P.L. 89-313 



Same 
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PAIIT II CO>:?R?.K?.K IVH ANALY S I S 

The results included in Part II are based on the following sampling techniques: 
S>rSA Clnasificntion A; All nine Indiana LTA’s in SMSA Classification A were used 



in the sample. 



sySA Classif icat icn B : All seven Indiana L2A’s in SMSA Classification B v;ere 

^4* W4*ti s*iir»4pa*t3 • 



"^'•3*' Classification Ct Of the 115 Indiana L2A*s in ShSA Classirication Cj wwcnty" 
two were included in the sample. 



S'.’SA Cl assification S : Of the 137 Indiana L2A's in SMSA Classification u, Tnirwy 

eil?nt were included in the sample. 



SMSA Classific.-.tion E ; Of the seventy Indiana LEA*s in SMSA Classification a, 
eleven v;ere included in the sample. 



Pub lic Law S9-313 : A.ll eight Indiana State agencies directly responsible for 

schools for handicapped children v/ere used in tne sample. 



In the three classifications v?here sampling w’as used, the plan v;as to seiect every 
fifth LEA from an alphabetical list of L2A's by co^uity. In the case of joint 
projects where this method would have 'resulted in the selection of two LEA s 
■oarticipating in the same joint project, the plan v?as to include in tne saraple 
only th*e first LEA selected in such a joint project. 



*!• 



STA.TISTICAL IXFOEllATION; 
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•.’.•2. Eg.TABLISHI>:C PROJECT. 







SMSA Class : A 

Cer.sus Data 
School Survey 
Ari)C Datta 
Teacher Opiaioa . 
Achievement Test ‘ilesults 



6 



2 

3 

1 



SMSA Class : £» 

Census Data 

Welfare - County 2: TovTnshi? 
Teacher Opinion 
Principal Opinion 
Housing Conditions 



3 



1 

1 

1 



SMSA Class : C 

School Survey 

Welfare - County & Township 
Census Data 
Health Statistics 
Single Attendance Area 



0 

4 
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2 

4 



2 

o 



3 

4 



1 

4 
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2 



SMSA Class ; D 



Welfare - County 


*s Towns nip 


ft 

•V 

A 


School Survey 
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•* f\ 


Census Data 
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Achievement Test 


Results 


0 


Teacher Opinion 
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Single Attendance Area 
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. Health Statistics 
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of L2A* 


s indicating needs 
rank of need 


by 


Puoli Needs _ _ 


u 


2nd 


3rd 4th 


5 th 


SMSA Class: L 








•1 


Poor Reading Pdoility 


5 


1 




. X 


Poor Health 




4 


2 2 




No^gative Self “.msige 


3 






*1 


Inadequate ^rritnicw^c 


•* 


2 




X 


rnadecuate Cuiipuran n«»]2eti^i«iv»e 




2 
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C VC A 
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Poor Reading Ability 
:;egative Seif iriiaga 
Poor Health 
Ir.adeouv-te Clothing 
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1 

3 
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Poor Reading Ability 
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W «2» i» w* ^ «i^* • • •• « 



» w • • W W w 



ourjr.ir i*c-* r-cr.--..,, — -•• — ■ -■ 

cor.'jtiur.— w^’i«or« i.'C— — 



»i* a* A a a ^ * a* a • • <*••<• ^ * , 

• ..WU* ••• ••••« 

a« *a» •• ^ ••••“,* 1 • A ** O 2^** *1* ^ *•* lljl 



c5-12S £c.:ool Ci-:y c" :.c:;--:.c;*.d A yro^i'-r. vc.3 es'^iblishc^d for 
-cur.-sooro frcr. lev ir.oor.o for.vllios livi-.v. -i*- ccrrr.ur.irics of lev ir.cor.o. 
""c'ud^d dr. or.o ourrjr.or ocoiviOdoo ^..*or- m.yo oo cor.cor‘ 00 j c»rcuscs, o.iO c«..siia 

i 'i . ;t'..vc'.w f-cc.^u sor Gurur.or cor.por.'^ a ra 

a^blw svdrr;.'dr.3 pool v:oo puro^.a-wOd v:d'w'.*. 'JUlu - fur.dG. -vory scvural wc:;.-:o^o.^.e 
aool v:os oror.sporood do ar.odb.or scr.col dr. dr.o dargao araa. .^a.i disaovar.dasvia 
cr.dldrar. vara gdvar. ar* opoordar.idy do Laarr. do awdn. 

• 4 

S'-'S Class 3 66—14-6 i»av .^.Ibar.y— I'lcyd Cour.dy Ccr.solaoadao ao.'iOoX Corpora-ao.* 

I'aacr.ars vara ralaasad fro:.; -'.oa dr.ddduoddor. duddas oy daacaar aides, ladi- 
vddualdsed sdudy car.ders vara asoabldar.ad do p;dve daa daacaer closer cor.dact 
vddh sdudants having diff icalddas dr. cardair. areas. The guidar.ca sdc.r.. 
vorhing closely widh dha daachara would refer sdudar.ds do these centers. ^ 

SMSA Class C 63-155 Shalbyvdlla Central Sehools .A "wholesale approach" 
do dha uddlisaddon of spacdalisds such as dsvchologisdSi socdal worhers> 



C« *• ** * 



XsJ 



dherapdsdSj and nurses — who are nod nornally avaiiaoie in quandidy^--^^ 
was usad do give dnservdce training do regular deachars concerning now do 
cope with oroblens of the disadvantaged. Rather than do use d.-.e specialisu 
- individuil sduaands, the specialist "wholesaled" their services 



mO wo^ix w«««n _..w— • — — — — — . 

to the other teachers’ who in ’durr-s served the disadvan-tagec cniiere-^ 



>•4 • 



36-444 M.S.D. of lawrenee Tewnshipv Rerion County This cor- 
-.oration cooperated widh the staff of ’the State ?.L. SS-10 of rice and^tne 
State Depar’draend of Public Instruatior. Currieulu-;:. Division^ in establishing 
a nilod program in hindergarten- for the educationally deprived children. On 
a snaee and time available concepts hinderpiarten. teachers rrom over uhe^ uni.-.re 
state, working in Title T kindergarten programs were invited to^a’tter.d dne 
inservice trai’.cing nrogram which y>receded dne aincergarten activity, lec**- 
nioucs of teaching the educationally deprived pre-school child were eiiplored.- 
en‘?Y 37 the school district funded ’the kindergarten program ^from^ local funds-, 
and the teachers are utilising many technicue’s found to^ba effective as an 
outgrowth of the inservice training ana practical euperxcnce. 

63-243 M.S.D. of Rartinsville An extensive one week inservice 
>elect group of teachers was conductea in the summer 'to p-^“ 

:he educationally deprived children in ’the 



• • 



he teachers to work v;ith 






. 2 



yw..« Cl 



c'-q* f n 



33-31 Decatur Ccun’ty Community Schools A bookmobile was 
purchased to serve the county schools. In aaditicnj on^a tir.e^ available ^ 
conce’iit., the unit v.^as used to circulate books to other federally financed 
urograms., such as a youth work s’cudy program and head Start. 

m 

SMS.A Class 3 63-167 Monroe Couh’ty Schools The tovTT.ship schools or i-.onro; 

County joined in a coc’perative project to provide the services or reaeing 
specialists to all the participating schools. 
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- -o--- i '.-.caich -yroartr^ wiu;-. :. i-.u-.--iO Si-vi'-is 2 a-l i’-e ia"Si: 
i^saZlicl ;olevisii:-. i:i =;--.-.y of iha oisssrooris to earich the prosraa rot tap 

P,:.. S9-313 See iteni v-9 ?ei*e I-. ♦ 

• - .Ve elev.'.e;v;::v-y eehoel prieeL^el celled the State Title I 

efiJiee ehet a fifth pupil had checked out 

r^Seh viSeh had hac. pu^eh.e.d with -t.. ^^^u;.de. pupil ^fu.ed^^to 

•'•etura the book to the echcol. Tee preacipal as.ccd., haau snall^ X co. 
:>ai-thet iaquiry revealed that the pupil v/as teachias his father iiow to 



65-274 Cravrford Ceuaty Schoolo The schools or Cravtord 
ia a eoc’^erative prefect eae aastituted a suiu..er rcc*.et.wiuat.l 



3C*‘100*ii3) 
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Om, Wia'i- 



L2''s i:-: this classification indicated 

V Ad .C..w-^0 »h.< i-^^aa%a W- I,..*^ — ——a. W ^ ^ ^ /S JS ^ 

-I'.at er^aaiaed iaserviee prosrav.ie \;ere ceaeueted to lacrease i.ae staj.-. c 
awareaess aad coitpeteaey to v/ork with the disadvaataged studeats ia uhe • 
Title 1 -orograrr.s. The perseae to work with tae Title i prograti were^secu-cd 
throu'-h 'several sources, ‘four hkk’'‘s iadicated that the statf was priitaraiy 
rocured frorr xrlrdir. Sde rosulrr acr.ood sSorr. Those oerooos wep Eoce evoil- 
oble ro vjorh V 7 irh Tiioo T hy <o) o:iior.dT.-.s their . school doy, >.o) eKteaeir.g 
their school weeh, (e) eor-dtoti.-.:;; ■jrogroits ir. otro-.er_whea the parsor.3 were 






(d) by reolaciag then X7ith aew 

i. w- ^ ^ ^ . 7 ^ .V .c 

r^erscas hired iato the systen. ‘five of the LIA s iadicatee teat nost or 
*’«a '’-:t'e I staff iacluded aersoaael aewly hired iato the school systen. 

■■ were hired > either for the Title I 
ate the Title 1 program, they were 
y the usual techalques. 



Ia all iastaaees wv.ere aew pereoaae- 

» i»> ^ 

c^rulcr cnannc-^s 



•4^«» w 



«**• is ^ w 



,*■ ^ r/ r> 



c vv •:. 



^ «M V ■» W*»* W> • 



Oaly two of the sevea .-in's aa, this class mca-ioa utii.tj.Onee 



;hc cor.vpec-ncy 

■'■-..•a. •*- •:* 



i. suCx'c oy conduce anj^ i.**** 
liLiw T^irou'p pUu iTiO^rc crcpncjs^s ^n tne^^ irc^^o^ws 



«.« • w>. 



thaa aid aay ott.er group oa the fact that they used teacher aiaes ^ to rr* 
leaeh-rs for uore tine to carry oa the special prograns tae eisaevaatagcu 

studtiati. "four of the sevea ’i.h'i's laeaeatee that w^aere Ci.fOi. ts to oo 
-eaeaurs s.ad other persoaael fre.t outside tae systen were they t.sc;d 

:egu:.i.r ev.volo^/neat securrag neeas. Ia their reports taey laeicatce ^ao 

‘ ' - - . . ^.2 LIA’s iaeicatec 



ial efforts to get the people taey aeeeea 



•> 2 ,t eheir Title X prograns \vere carried oa by nenoers or t.iear reguun- 



.*• .4 •• 

O wc*^ i. 



S-iS:' 



V-i ^ c.. S> O 



M.4C*U — dWW*«L^ 



Sevan of the twenty-two 11.1* s in thio cleosification indicated 

— • • . 4 •• -• ^ .A 



'•."I '1“* 



...... - — -esly nade up of persoas recruited fron withia 

e'ae IIA. They gave ao iaforruatica as to how these persoas were rreed ror^ 
rhe aew- respoasibiiity or how their replaceneats v?ere secured^. Four of the^ 
L'iA’s reported that they secured Title I staff fron outside taa ^L2A aad taa. 
taey used regular airiag nethods ia their atterr.pts. Oae LiA nade rerereace 
to the use it nade of certified persoas withia the connuaity wao were ^w-iiiiag 
to w-o'rk oa a p»art-tine basis ia the Title i progran, aae oae^L.iA xacica.Kiu 
the use of retired teachers ia the Title I prograns. Four or tae Lua s 
elaborated rather extensively oa their efforts to eeveiop uadersta.adiag 
withia their staff for the disadvaataged by coaductiag workshops, by eacour- 
agiag staff to take courses oa the education of tae disaevaataged , aae ay 
arraagiag visits to other schools v;ith exenplary prograns. Several or tac 
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The ‘‘four walled school" concept is being broken 

at a faster rate through the utilisation of Title I funds. Field trips, 
resource people, concerts, r.cvies, and eating in nice restaurants were 

fron project areas experienced. Hany 
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These results are taker* fror* the sample described iu Part II. 
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T 07 TICS SUPERXUTEJJDRiiT 07 PUBLIC IITSTRUCTIOIT OP II©IAi<A 
L^illian E. !7ilaons Superintendent 
227 State House 



Old Trails Build ins 

309 Host L’ccliinston Street 

Indian.? poll s , Ind iana 



TO; All local schools opcrrtincj P. L, 35-10 Title I Projects 

PROM: OiTicc oT Elcucntary end Secondary Education Act (P. L. 85-IO) 

RE: LEA Annual Evaluation Report 

Gonera.l Instructions 

Snclosed ere suidolinos cstobUslied by the Depa^nt oi 

Instruction i'or the ovalur.tion or projects cm. rctivitxes initi..tcd vioh Title 

I iunds. 

Please coiaoletc all the cuestions i:i‘ possible j and recl^.'rec to add any 
pertinLt ini'oraction to the report thet reflects P^°srrn oircrtiv^^ 
corolctcd report vill enable this office to prepare and ^^sscuin..tc stwte 
report of Title I activities during the past year lAiich .should be o^ ..id to 

future planning or projects. 

It is raclizod thet soDe schools vill not be able to coitplote all phases 
o” tbc ronor.’ but nlcosc use the areas identified in cstcblishins your oval • 

.““pSr-S »iv'm i" " 

’’hich you proposed to evaluate the iicle I pioj^cu. X ^ 

form we request you follow in submitting the report to the State Department. 

PLEASE SUBMIT THIS PINAL REPORT NO LAT E R THAN THIRTY .(30) DAYS AFTER roS 
CO^CTETIOE OF THE PROGRAM. 
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FOR STATE OFFICE USE ONLY 

LEA NO. 

COUNTY CODE 

SMSA CLASS 

DATE received" 



ESEA OF 1965 
Title I 

Annual Evaluation Report 



PART !•: IDENTIFYING INFORMATION 

(Please fill in the following information) 

NAME OF SCHOOL 

CORPORATIO N -C OUNTY 

ADDRESS , J 

PERSON(S) COMPLETING 

EVALUATION REPORT 

PROJECT NUMBER(S) REPORT COVERS . 

1 

I 

I 
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PART II--ACTIVITIES 

1. Check the major activity implemented by the Title I project. 

(Check only one) 



Art 

English Language Arts 
Keading 

Foreign Languages 

Health & Safety Education 

Mathematics 

Music 

Natural Sciences 

Physical Education & Recreation 

Social Sciences/Social Studies 



Home Economics 

Industrial Arts 

Technical Education 

Trade & Industrial Education 

Pre-Kindergarten Education 

Kindergarten Education 

Elementary Education 

Secondary Education 

Education of Handicapped 

Other (please specify by indicating 

combination of above activities 

or other activities not included 

in the above list) 



Business Education /Off ice Occupations 
Distributive Education 



2. Methods of instruction employed by the school 

(Check one or more as they apply to your project (s) 



Mobile Classrooms 
Programmed Instruction 
Teacher Aides 
Tutoring 
Work - Study 
Other (please specify) 

3. Please indicate the number of personnel actually employed 
in Title I in each of the following areas. 



Audio-Visual 
Classroom Instruction 
Cooperative Work Experience 
Educational Television 
Field Trips 
Laboratory & Shopwork 



More than h time 
^ time or less 

Administration 

Guidance & Counseling 

Remedial Reading 

Attendance 

Nursing 

Teacher Aide 

Teacher of Mentally 

Retarded 

% 



More than h time 
h time or less 

Speech Pathologist & 

Audiologist 

Teacher of Emotionally 

Disturbed 

Teacher of Crippled 

and/or Health Impaired 

Psychological Services 

School-Social worker 

Pre-Kindergarten 

Kindergarten 

Other (please specify) 



4. 



Check one or more 



indicating the related services supporting instruction. 



Transportation 

Food Services - Breakfast 

Food Services - Lunch 
^ Clothing 
Dental 



Health Appraisal 
Psychiatric 
Other Health Services 
Attendance Services 
Guidance & Counseling 
Other (Please specify) 



Library Services 
Psychological Services 
School-Social Work 
Speech Pathology & 
Audiology 

In-Service Training 
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PROJECT III: PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT AW DESCRIPTION 



1. Give the lUiduplicated count 

of public school educationally 
disadvantaged children in- 
volved in your approved pro- 
gr arr* ( s ) . ( Nuinb er of children 

participating in all projects 
less estimated number deducted 
for double counting.) 

2. Did your cormaur.ity have a 
Community Action Program 
approved under the Office of 
Economic Opportunity at the 
time of project approval? 

3. Indicate the number of public 
school children you anticipated 
serving as stated in Part II, 
Section A, #7 of your Title I 
application, 

4 . J ndicate- the number of non- 
public school children you 
anticipated serving as stated 
in Part II, Section A, #7 of 
your Title I application. 

^5. Circle the letter below which 
indicates ho^-i’ each of your 
projects employed the follow- 
ing evaluation designs. 

a. Ti-/o group experimental de- 
signs using the project group 
and a conveniently available 
non project group as the con- 
trol. 

b. One group design using a 
pretest and posttest on the 
project group to compare ob- 
served gains or losses with 
expected gains. 

c. One group design using pre- 
test and/or posttest scores 

on the project group to com- 
pare observed performance with 
local, state or national norms. 



5d. One group design using data on 
the project group to compare ob- 
served performance with expected 
performance based upon data for 
past years in the project school. 

e. One group design using data on 
the project group, but no comparison 
data. 

f. Others (specify by numbers) 

Or any combination of above. 

IF YOU HAVE NONPUBLIC SCHOOL CHIL- 
DREN Ei^OLLED IN NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS 
IN YOUR SCHOOL CORPORATION, PLEASE 
COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS IN 
PART III. 

6. Give the unduplicated count of 
^ private school children partici- 
pating in your Title I projects 
(eliminate double counting). 

_7. How many projects provided 
services or programs under 
Title I for private school 
children in your community? 

^8. How. many approved projects 
"" provided services or activities 
for private school children on 
public school grounds? 

a. How many private school chil- 
dren participated under this 
arrangement? 

d uring regular school day 

^before regular school day 

after regular school day 
^both before and after reg- 
ular school day 
V 7eekends 
summers 

others (specify) 








i**”^*^*-^^ 
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(Project III, page 2) 



9 . Kov iviany projects provided 
services or activities for 
private school children on 
private school grounds? 

a. Kow many private school 
children participated under 
this arrangement? 

d uring regular school day 

^before regular school day 

after regular school day 
b oth before and after 
regular school day 
v :eek ends 
summers 

other (specify) 



10. How many projects provided 
services or activities for 
private school children on 
other than public or private 
school premises? 

a. How many private school 
children participated under 
this arrangement? 

d uring regular school day 
b efore regular school day 
after regular school day 
b oth before and after 
regular school day 

};eekends 

summers 

other (specify) 



er|c 
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PART IV: LOCAL ADMIITISTRATION OF TITLE I PROGRAMS 



(Answer each of the following questions in narrative form 
as it applies to your school corporation and attach to this 
section. ) 

1. Briefly indicate how the state educational agency can better aid 
the local schools in developing Title I projects. 

2. I’Jhat problems and successes has your school experienced in developing 
and implementing pu;>lic/private school cooperative projects? 

3. Indicate how the school is disseminating data 

a. to other local agencies 

b. to the state educational agency 

4. Explain how the school corporation determined its evaluation 
procedure for Title I projects. 

a. List the names and titles of all state personnel involved in 
evaluation assistance. 

b. List the . names , titles , and institutions or agencies of all 
consultants involved in providing evaluation assistance. 

c. List the names and titles of local personnel involved in 
determining the evaluation program. 

5. .Under each of the following categories, describe the major problems 

encountered by the school in administering the Title I program. 

a. Developing proposals 

b. Operation and service 

c . Evaluation 

d . Other 

6. VJhat suggestions do you have for revising Title I? 

. a. Legislation 

b. Rules and regulations 

7. Do you anticipate or have you developed plans for using Title I*. ' 
funds in conjunction with Title III projects? 



If so, describe briefly. 



PART IV (page 2) 



8 . Describe successes and difficulties encountered in the community in 
securing Community Action Agency^ O.E.O. and LEA cooperation. 

9 . Describe the interrelationships of the two programs and particularly 
the extent to which the two acts are used in a reinforcing manner. 



PART V. Pro.iect Descriptions 

1. List in rank order the methods used to establish project areas of 
target schools (for example, census information, AFDC pajmaents, 
other welfare data, health statistics, housing statistics, school 
surveys, etc.). 

2. List in rank order and describe the most pressing needs in the community 
that your Title I project is designed to meet (for example, reading 
deficiencies, pre-school programs, health and food services, guidance, etc.) 

3 . Indicate the average per pupil cost of all approved projects. (Divide the 
total unduplicated number of children who participated in Title I programs 
by the total cost of these programs.) 

4. Indicate the principal problems encountered in implementing projects. (Be 
specific, e.g., if lack of personnel is a problem, indicate what types of 
personnel . ) 

5 . List and briefly describe particularly innovative and/or exemplary projects 
or activities that include new approaches to education, (include human 
interest materials, etc.) 

6. List in rank order the methods used to develop or increase staff for Title 
I projects. 

7. For each appropriate school level, list the evaluative instrument(s) used 
in the schools. 

School Level Evaluative Instrument Form 



Pre-kindergarten/kindergarten 
Grades. (1-3) 

Grades (4-6) 

Grades (7-9) 

Grades (10-12) 



- 7 - 



PART V (continued) 



8. For each of the school levels listed before, cite the activities fudged 
to have been most effective. 



Early years- 
Middle years 
Teen years — 



Preschool through grade 3 
Grade 4 through grade 6 
Grade 7 through grade 12 



9, For each of the school levels you listed above, discuss the strengths ^ 

and weaknesses of critical procedural aspects (e.g, facilities, materials, 
eQ_uipment, personnel (qualifications and training, schedule, organization, 
evaluation, etc,). Do this on separate sheets and attach to your report. 



PART VI - Tabular Data 

The following table is a suggested manner you may wish to use in re- 
port, ng data obtained from your Title I project. This taole is by no means 
all inclusive and is an example of only one objective whereas you may have 
had several objectives in the project. In reporting the results of your 
project, please include, if possible, charts, test results, and data under 
the heading Part VI separate sheets of paper. Possible charts you may 
wish to include in the report could cover such areas as increased individual 
and group atuontion^ increased utilization of textbooks and/or eQ^uipment^ 
and increase in rate of attendance for Title I project children. 



/ 




















* A different sheet should be used for each objective using this format 



